of the recoinmendations, that is, on the question on which
there exists an agreed opinion of the four Ministers. But
when we are told that at the Conference new problems arise,
or amendments which have not been discussed previously
and in regard to which the four Ministers are therefore not
bound by a preliminary decision, we agree that it is necessary
to discuss them in the ordinary way.
Mr. Byrnes stated at the four Ministers' Council that he
intended to propose that representatives of the press should
have wide access; to the Conference and to its Committees.
The Council of four Ministers did not record its opinion on
this problem, mainly because the question was clear. When
Mr. Byrnes made this proposal here, we all supported- him,
and the question was settled very simply. In this, as well as
in other questions on which no proposals previously agreed
upon by the four Ministers have been submitted to the Con-
ference, the Ministers are not bound by any restrictions.
The Soviet delegation listens most attentively to the opin-
ions of all delegates at the Conference. Everything that may
prove useful in improving the work of the Conference, and
that does not contradict agreed decisions, the Soviet delega-
tion is prepared to consider attentively, providing it conforms
to the aims of the Conference and to the interests of peace.
When Dr. Evatt 'says, as he did, that it must be candid-
ly stated that if the two-thirds majority rule were adopted,
the Conference would not be able to pass any decision with
which the Soviet Union disagreed, we can only thank Dr.
Evatt for his frankness. True, his statement seems to me
unfounded. But if anybody wants to push through decisions
against the Soviet Union and is looking for ways of facilitat-
ing this, certainly we cannot be his abettors in it. We believe
no good will come of it. It would be more correct to put one's
questions openly, to try to prove the correctness of one's
proposals and as far as possible to convince all delegates, and
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